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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This application has been examined. 



2. 



Claims 1-20 are now pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as the invention. 

5. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the list of services" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Nowhere in the claims from which claim 15 
depends is there mention of a list of services, making the scope of claim 15 unclear. 

6. Claim 16 recites the limitation "the requested one of the services" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Nowhere in the claims from which 
claim 16 depends is there mention of a requested service, making the scope of claim 16 unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
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international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-6, 8-1 1, and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Stone et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,421,737), hereinafter referred to as Stone. 

9. The independent claims will be discussed together. Those claims which are essentially 
the same except that they set forth the claimed invention as a computer program product or a 
system are rejected under the same rationale applied to the described claim. 

10. Stone has disclosed: 

• <Claims 1, 19, and 20> 

A method of managing resources, comprising: connecting to the resources (column 3, 
lines 24-32); providing executable modules corresponding to the resources, the modules 
each implementing a common interface and corresponding to a different one of the 
resources (column 3, lines 24-29 and 55-62); making calls to the common interface in 
each of the executable modules to cause the executable modules to return information 
about the corresponding resources (column 6, lines 10-22); and storing the information 
about the corresponding resources in a database (figure 1, item 17). 

• <Claim 2> 

The method of claim 1, wherein the resources comprise data storage resources (column 3, 
lines 29-32). 

• <Claim 3> 

The method of claim 2, wherein the data storage resources reside in a datacenter 
controlled by a storage service provider (column 3, lines 29-32). 
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Although Stone does not use the terminology "service provider," he does explicitly 
disclose a number of resources stored on such computing equipment as network servers. 
From Stone's system it is clearly inherent that if these resources exist on network servers, 
then there exists a provider for these resources. In order to support this inherency, 
Newton's Telecom Dictionary 2002, as cited below, is introduced. See MPEP 2131.01. 

• <Claim 4> 

The method of claim 3, furthering comprising presenting the information to an 
administrator of the storage service provider (column 6, lines 17-20). 

• <Claim 5> 

The method of claim 4, wherein the information comprises data storage resource 
attributes (column 5, lines 20-32). 

• <Claim 6> 

The method of claim 5, further comprising enabling the administrator to select, for a 
given data storage resource, which of the data storage attributes are to be stored in the 
database (column 5, lines 29-32). 

• <Claim 8> 

The method of claim 4, further comprising: generating a directory of the executable 
modules; and placing each of the executable modules in the directory (figure 1, item 16). 

• <Claim 9> 

The method of claim 8, wherein the common interface comprises a set of methods 
(column 3, lines 55-62). 
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• <Claim 10> 

The method of claim 9, wherein the methods include a first method that, when called, 
cause the executable module to identify the class of resources monitored by that 
executable module, and a second method that, when called, causes the executable module 
to discover any resources within the identified class that are connected (column 4, lines 
51-66). 

• <Claimll> 

The method of claim 10, wherein the methods further include a third method that, when 
called, causes the executable module to poll the resources that were discovered by the 
executable module (column 5, lines 52-67). 

• <Claim 17> 

The method of claim 5, further comprising: adding a new data storage resource to the 
datacenter (column 2, lines 49-56); connecting to the new data storage resource (column 
3, lines 24-32); providing a new one of the executables modules to correspond to the new 
data storage resource (column 2, lines 52-56); and placing the new one of the executable 
modules in the directory (column 2, Hnes 56-59). 

• <Claim 18> 

The method of claim 17, wherein making calls to the common interface comprises 
making calls to a common interface in the new one of the executable modules (column 2, 
lines 49-66). 

Since all the limitations of the invention as set forth in claims 1-6, 8-1 1, and 17-20 were 
disclosed by Stone, claims 1-6, 8-1 1, and 17-20 are rejected. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 7 and 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stone, as applied above, in view of Nine et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,560,61 1), hereinafter 
referred to as Nine. 

13. Stone disclosed a system for monitoring selected resources of a computing system using 
standardized monitoring modules. In an analogous art, Nine disclosed a network monitoring 
system for monitoring all services and conditions on various networks. Both systems satisfy the 
need for more efficient network monitoring. 

14. Concerning claim 7, although Stone did not explicitly state the use of executable modules 
with Java, Nine states the use of Java in his system. Since the inventions solve the same 
problem, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify the system of Stone by adding the ability to utilize Java as 
provided by Nine. Here, the combination satisfies the need for more efficient network 
monitoring. See Nine, column 1, lines 47-55. 

15. Concerning claims 12 and 13, although Stone did not explicitly state the use of XML to 
provide polling results. Nine states the use of XML in his system. Since the inventions solve the 
same problem, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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applicant's invention to modify the system of Stone by adding the ability to utilize XML as 
provided by Nine. Again, the combination satisfies the need for more efficient network 
monitoring. See Nine, column 1, lines 47-55. 

16. Concerning claim 14, although Stone did not explicitly state returning a list of services to 
the user, Nine states this feature in his system. Since the inventions solve the same problem, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to modify the system of Stone by adding the ability to return a list of services to the 
user as provided by Nine. Again, the combination satisfies the need for more efficient network 
monitoring. See Nine, column 1, lines 47-55. 

17. The above rationale also applies to those dependent claims utilizing the same 
combination. 

1 8. Thereby, the combination of Stone and Nine discloses: 

• <Claim 7> 

The method of claim 1, wherein the executable modules comprise JAVA classes (Nine, 
column 9, lines 55-65). 

• <Claim 12> 

The method of claim 11, wherein results of the polling are provided in XML format 
(Nine, column 3, lines 37-48). 

• <Claim 13> 

The method of claim 11, wherein the results of the polling are provided in a format other 
than XML and the executable module performing the polling converts the results of the 
polling to XML format (Nine, column 3, lines 37-48). 
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Furthermore, it is well known in the art to convert data into an alternate format in a 
network when needed. 

• <Claim 14> 

The method of claim 11, wherein the methods further comprise a fourth method that, 
when called, causes the executable module to return a list of services and associated 
parameters (Nine, column 5, line 60 through column 6, line 8). 

• <Claim 15> 

The method of claim 12, wherein the methods further comprise a fifth method that, when 
called, causes the executable module to execute a requested one of the services on the list 
of services (Nine, column 6, lines 9-20). 

• <Claim 16> 

The method of claim 13, wherein making calls to the common interface comprises 
making a call to the fifth method, and wherein making a call to the fifth method 
comprises specifying values of parameters associated with the requested one of the 
services received from a customer of the service provider (Nine, column 6, lines 20-25). 

Since the combination of Stone and Nine discloses all of the above limitations, claims 7 and 12- 

16 are rejected. 

Conclusion 

19. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the applicant's 
disclosure. 
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• Haggard et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6, 148,335) disclosed a framework for managing 
performance and capacity over network servers. 

• Lumelsky et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,516,350) disclosed a self-regulated resource 
management system for managing distributed computer resources. 

• Swartz et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,732,167) disclosed a method for service request 
processing between a service provider and a customer. 

• Bush (U.S. Patent Number 6,754,664) disclosed a method for defining the health of 
resources on a network using a hierarchical, object-oriented approach. 

• Jenkins, Ron, "Why Web-based Network Monitoring? Leveraging the Platform," 
International Journal of Net work Management, Volume 9, Issue 3, May 1999, pgs. 175- 
183, disclosed details of a networking monitoring system using browser-based clients. 

• Guiagoussou, M. H.; Boutaba, R. ; Kadoch, M,, "A Java API for Advanced Faults 
Management," lEEE/IFIP International Symposium on Integrated Network Management 
Proceedings, 14-18 May 2001, pgs. 483-498, disclosed a system for modeling managed 
resources using Java and Telecommunications Network Management standards. 

• "Service Provider," Newton's Telecom Dictionary, Harry Newton, February 2002, pg. 
661. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor Lesniewski whose telephone number is 571-272-3987. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Victor Lesniewski 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 2155 
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